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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 


CINEMATRONICS, INC., 
a California corporation, 


Plaintiff, No. 451437 
v. ANSWER TO COMPLAINT POR 
MONEY, DAMAGES, ACCOUNTING 
VECTORBEAM, a California AND INJUNCTION 


| corporation; EXIDY, INCORPORATED, 
a California corporation; 


and DOES 1 through X, inclusive, PARTIAL FEE 


Defendants. 
Come now defendants, zxror, INC., and VECTORBEAM, and 
in answer to the Complaint on file herein, admit, allege and 
deny as follows: 
FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
I 
Answering the allegations of Paragraph IV, these defendants 
deny each and every allegation thereof. 
II 


Answering the allegations of Paragraph V, these defendants 
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each and every allegation thereof, 
Ill 
Answering the allegations of Paragraph VII, these defendants 
deny each and every allegation thereof. 
Iv 
Answering the allegations of Paragraph VIII, these defendants 
deny each and every allegation thereof. 
Vv 
In answering Paragraph VI, these answering defendants admit 
the existence of said note referred to but deny each and every 
other allegation contained thereof. 


SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 


I 
Answering the allegations of Paragraph I, these defendants 
deny each and every allegation thereof. 
II 
Answering the allegations of Paragraph III, these defendants 
deny each and every allegation thereof, 
IiI 
Answering Paragraph II, these answering defendants admit 
that they executed said guarantee but deny each and every other 
allegation contained thereof. 


THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 


tI 


Answering the allegations of Paragraph I, these answering 
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defendants deny each and every 
Ir 

Anawering the allegations 
defendants deny each and every 
iil 

Answering the allegations 

defendants deny each and every 
Iv 

Answering the allegations 

defendants deny each and every 
Vv 

Answering the allegations 

defendants deny each and every 
VI 

Answering the allegations 

defendants deny each and every 

VII 

Answering the allegations 

defendants deny each and every 

VIII 

Answering the allegations 

defendants deny each and every 
Ix 

Answering the allegations 


defendants deny each and every 
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allegation thereof. 


of Paragraph II, these answering 


allegation thereof. 


of Paragraph IV, these answering 


allegation thereof. 


of Paragraph V, these answering 


allegation thereof. 


of Paragraph VI, these answering 


allegation thereof. 


of Paragraph VII, these answering 


allegation thereof. 


of Paragraph VIII, these answering 


allegation thereof. 


of Paragraph IX, these answering 


allegation thereof. 


of Paragraph X, these answering 


allegation thereof. 
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x 
Answering the allegations of Paragraph XI, these answering 
defendants deny each and every allegation thereof. 
xI 
In answering Paragraph III, these answering defendants 
admit the execution of the Mutual Cross-License and Royalty 
Agreement but deny each and every other allegation contained 
therein. 
FIRST AFFIRMATVE DEFENSE 
As a First Affirmative Defense, these anawering defendants 
allege that the Complaint and each cause of action therein 
fails to state facts sufficient to constitute a cause of action 
against defendants. 
SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
As a Second Affirmative Defense, these answering defendants 
allege and incorporate by reference those matters set forth 
more fully in their Cross-Complaint on file herein. 
THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
As a Third Affirmative Defense, these answering defendants 
allege that plaintiff's claims herein are unenforceable since 
there was a failure of consideration in the underyling 
obligations. 
FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
As a Fourth Affirmative Defense, these answering defendants 
allege that plaintiff is not entitled to equitable relief in 


this case since it has not dealt with defendants with clean hands. 
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FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

As a Fifth Affirmative Defense, these answering defendants 
allege that plaintiff has itself breached the agreements underlying 
plaintiff's claims herein and said breaches relieve defendants 
from the obligations and duties alleged by plaintiff. 

WHEREFORE defendants pray judgment as follows: 

1. That plaintiff's claims be dismissed. 

2. That defendants be awarded reasonable attorney's fees 
and costs in defending this action. 

3. For such other and further relief as the Court deems 
just and proper. 

Dated: May 22, 1980. 


CRIST, CRIST, GRIPFITHS, 
SCHULZ & BIORN 


z 
Attorneys for Defendan 
Exidy, Inc., and Vector 


1 VERIFICATION 
? I, ROBERT E. SCHULZ, declare: 
3 I am the attorney for defendants herein. My office is in 


4 the County of Santa Clara; defendants are absent from that 
5 county and for that reason I make this verification. | 
6 I have read the foregoing answer and know the contents 
thereof; the same is true of my own knowledge, except aa to 
the matters which are therein stated on information and belief, 
and as to those matters I believe it to be true. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is 


n true and correct. 


Q Executed this 22nd day of May, ifornia. 
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